
Saturday, October 18 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the  benefits of switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be fa r  more palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer if swltching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  living room. Please do not 
allow the  MPA4 and its allies to  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child's football game to a distant relative; or record a 
N program onto a DVD and play it at m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to remove this control and flexlbility that  I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's vlewing experience more 
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new 
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense with al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing the  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Louis Papineau 
682 North Elm Street ; 
Wa Ilingford, CT 06492 
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October 18. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to tell YOU that I oppose any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
If we are to have a robust, competitive market for consumer electronics. the 
manufacturers must have the ability to innovate for their customers Allowing 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will result in the 
studios telling technologists what new products they can create This will result 
in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, 
and it could result in customers having to pay higher prices inferior 
functionality 

If the FCC were to issue a broadcast flag mandate. I. for one. would be less 
likely to purchase DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I am not willing to 
pay extra for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do 
not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your 
at tent ion 

Sincerely 

El 1 en Jam i eson 
4 0 2  Hillside Ave 
Leonia. NJ 0 7 6 0 5  
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoution of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for then customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products thay can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Marc Chrusch 
2131 Aerie Heights Cove 
Sandy. UT 9 4 0 9 2  
USA 



~ 
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October 18,1003 

Cornmisnioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communication# Comminsion 
445 1ZthStrtet.NW 
Washgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am m t h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandutcd adoption of "bmndcart 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, c ~ ~ m e r  n@b, and the ultimate adoption of D N  

.4 robust. competitive market for c o n m e r  electronics muat be rooted in manufachum' sbility to innovate for theb cuutamen Allowing 
movie smdios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiU ensble the studioi to tcll technologina what new producb they can 
create This will r e d  m products that dm't neccsnnrily reflcct whnt conllltncn like mc n c d y  want, and it could result in me bnng 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast fleg mendate, 1 would actunlly be lenn likely to meke an investment in DN.capable receivers and other 
equipment I viill not pay more for device0 that h i t  my A@b nt the behest of Hollywood Plcase do not mandate broadcast flag 
technology for digitd tclcvision ThnnL you for your time 

Sincerely, 

John W e d  
11 Luzon Ave 
Providence. R102906 

technology for digital televi*on AS a c m m m  

USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrhlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon o? "broadcast flag" technolqy ?or dlgltal televlslon A3 a 
consumer 0nd cltlzen, I feel strongly that such B pollcy would be bad ?or Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot DTV 

A robu9t. competltbe market for consumer electronlcs mub be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to wta features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the stUdloS to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng chnrged more money lor lnferlor functlonaltty 

I? the FCC Issues a brbadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehgrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more ?or devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Jeremy Beker 
112 Sharps Rd 
Wllllamsburg VA 23188 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons tommlrslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael topps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposMlon to any FtCmandeted adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltel televlslon p19 a 
aansumer and cklzen, I reel strongly that such a p o k y  would be bad lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon nt O N  

A Idbust, competltke market for consumer electronlcr muat be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mevle studios to veto leatures a( DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the ttudlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In praduch that don't necerrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money ror lnrerlorfunctlonallty 

ir the FCC Issues a broadcast riag mandate I would actually be less llltely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you b r  your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Marc Sherry 
380 Sprlngslde Way 
Mlll Valley, CA 94941 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to m y  FCCmendated adoptlon of "broadcast fleg" technology for d lgb l  televlslon AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I reel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competitbe market tor coniumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlas to tell teehnologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for Interlorfunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issues a broadcanllag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recebers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dignal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncereiy, 

Derrell Plper 
1585 Meadowrldge Drtve 
Corralkos, CA 95076 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicahonr Comrmsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast flag" technology for dgtd 
telemsion. As a conmmer and cltizen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovanon, consumer 
tights, m d  the ulumate adoption of DTV. 

-4 robust, compeuuve market for consumer electromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' abihty to mnovate for 
their cusromers. ,4llowng movie studlos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment wrll enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This udl result m products that don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it  could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funchonaliy. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flng mondate, I would nctunlly be less hkdy to mnke an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that Lrmt my nghts i t  the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broidcast flag technology for d g t d  television. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Phdlip Thomasson 
615 Greystone Park 
Atlanta, GA 30324 
USA 
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October 18,2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Cornismion 
445 12th Skeet, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am Wntulg to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandnted adopbon of "broadcut nps" technology for &tal televinion pil B consume 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such B policy would be bnd for innovation. com~mer rights. md the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mwt be rooted in mmufncturen' abili'y to innovate for their customers A U o ~  
movie studio# to veto feahwes of DTV-reception equipmtnt d a b l e  the studios to tell techdogirt# what new products they can 
create T h i n  will result in producu that don't nece indy  reflect whnt cannunen like me actually wmt, and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC hmn a broadcast flag mandate, I would nchlauy be b i n  likaly to make m inveitment in DTV-capable receiven md other 
equipment I will not pny more for devices that h i t  my rightl at the behert of Hollywood h n n e  do not mandate broadcnnt flag 
techrdogy for di@d television TI& you for your time 

Sincerel), 

Daniel Oarlinger 
4607 Cqutal Clear Drive 
Hilliard, OH 43026 
USA 



October 18. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my omosition to anv FCC-mandated adoation of "broadcast 
~ ~~~. ~ --. ~ ~~ 

flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create Thls will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually vant. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank YOU for your time 

Sincerely 



October 18. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for diqital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charqed more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Chris Thomas 
13755 Bear Valley Road 
Moorpark. CA 93021 
USA 



October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Mzchael J. Cows 
Federal Commurucauons Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washingon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flag" technology for &ptd 
telemsion. As a consumer and uhzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovmon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate adopuon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuuve market for consumer electrorucr must be rooted m mulufacturers' abihty to innovate for 
their customers. Allounng movie studor to veto features of DTV-recepuon equipment WU mable the stu&os to 
tell technoloprts what new products they C M  create. %s d result m products that don't necesspnly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me bang charged more money for mfenor 
tincuonlLty. 

If  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudly be less hkely to make M investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts rt the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &ptd  televirion. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Shani Fox 
811 Harnman HWY 
OLver Spnngs, TN 37840 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 1 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington, D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability,to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

David Shaw 
1 4  Columbus Ave 
Somerville. MA 02143 
USA 



October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad far Innowlon. consumer rlghts and the urnmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competnke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manurscturers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlas b veto teatures of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produets they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neeessrrlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
aaually want. and n could result In me belno charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to  make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I WIII not pay more for devlces that limn my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely, 

Thomas Seay 
2604 Cranley St 
Lawrence, KS 88048 
USA 
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October 18.2003 

Commissioner Michael J Coppa 
Federal Communications CommioPion 
445 12th Street NW 
Wanhington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wrihng to voice my opposition to any FCC-madated udoptian of "broadcnn flag'' te&dogy for digitd televirion AB a c o m e r  
and citizen, I feel otrongly thst such I policy would be bad fos innovation, c o m e r  rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A rcbwt, competitlve market for consumer electronics mud be rooted in manutachen' nbility to innovate for their cumomem AUowhg 
movie studios to veto featurea of DW-reception equipment will muble the shldioi to t c U  technologists what new products they can 
create Tluo u d  result in product0 that don't ncceisanly reflect w h t  c o n m m  like mc uctually want, and it could rcsult in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC immo a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be lesi likely to mnkc m invesbnent in Mv-capsblc receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay mom for devices that Limit my rlghw at the behelt of Hollywood Plewe do not mandate broadc~lt t lq  
technology for &tal television Thnnk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Omen Moffitl 
20148SW 70thAvc 
Tunlatin, OR 97062 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wnmg to vmce my opponuon to any FCC-mandated adopuon of "broadcast flag" technology for &gtal 
television. As a consumer and abzen, I fed strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulumate adopuon of DTV. 

A robust, cornpeuuve market for consumer clectromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' abhty to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing mone  s t u d ~ o s  to veto features of DTV-recepuon equipment d l  enable the studios to 
tell technologstr what new products they CM create. l h s  wll result in products that don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for mfenor 
funchondity. 

I f  t h e  FCC issues B broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d not pay more for dewcer that h i t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtgtal telemrion. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

M Hanseman 
3 Mani Ln. 
Edgwood, NM 87015 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commurucahons Commisslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

1 am wnung to voice my opporihon to any FCC-mmdnted adoption of "broadcast flag'' technology for dpd 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongiy that such a policy would be bad for innovaaon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmnte adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compeahvc market for consumer electromcs must be rooted m mnnufacturers' ability to innovate for 
ther  customers. Allowng movie smhos to veto features of DTV-recepaon equipment wll  enable the rtudos to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. ' h s  wll result m products that don't necessady reflect 
what consumers hke me actually wmt, and I t  could result in me bung charged more money for infenor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues i broadcast flq mandate, I would actually be less likely to m& an mvestmmt m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I wl l  not pay more for devices that lunit my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dptal television. Thmk you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Liwrence Jacob Siebert 
16960 Oakndge Lane 
Morgan Hill, CA 95037 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmsndsted adoptlon of "brosdcast flag" technology for dlgttsl telwlslon AS a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, CompetttM? market for consumer electronlcs muat be footed In manutpctufers' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnOvle studloS to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In pmductr that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonsltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g h l  televlalon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Glenn Lang 
15125 Horton St 
Overland Park. KS 862293231 
Albanla 
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OCtOber18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Cornrnunlcatlons Commlssbn 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear MIchaeI Copps. 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. I feel strongly that such a polky would be b0d tor Innomtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon d DTV 

A robust, competttke market for consumer electronlea m u d  be rooted In rnanukturero' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studloo to veto hatures d DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and t could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlor tunctlonallty 

Ir the FCC Issues a broadcast rlag mandate, 1 would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for davlces that llmll my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Mlchael A Cooper 
17 Vernon St 
Newton, MA 02458 
USA 
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October 18. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adODtion of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television i s  a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowlnq movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionalitv 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment an DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank YOU fo r  your time 

Sincerely. 

Patrick Broadfoot 
4 5 3 2  Lehua Street 
Kapaa. HI 96746 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communicahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  w n m g  to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mmdnted adoption of "broadcast flag'' tedrnology for C L g d  
telewsion. As a consumer and uh2m, I fed strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulumate ndophon of D W ,  

A robust, compeuttve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturerr' abdity to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng mone studlos to veto features of DTV-recephon equpmmt mll enable the studlos to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can create. ' n u s  unll result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers Lke me actually wan\ and it could rosult in me bemg chprged more money for infenor 
funcuondty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an rnvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers amd other equipment. I wll not pay more for dences that h i t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for CLg~tll telenrion. Thank you for your ume. 

Sincerely, 

Bishop Wilhns 
3912 l s l s t  PL N E  
Bellene, WA 98008 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrhlng to volce my opposltlon to any FtCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cttlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovstlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DW 

A robust, COmpetHbJe market for consumer clectronlcr m u e  be rooted In manuhcturen' abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veto features el DN-rceeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsta 
what new products they can create Thls wlll mrult In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consurnern llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor functionality 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DW-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghb at the behest of HollyWood Please do not mandate 
broadcaSt flag technology for dlgnal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

slncerely, 

Jeff Beene 
257 Hlghland Ave W 
Somewllle, MA 02143 
USA 
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October 18, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 

Washlngmn, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrklng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon al"broadcas4 flag" technology far d lgb l  televlslon ps a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such 0 pellcy would be bad lor Innomtion, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, coinpetthe market fer consumer electrenlcs mu* be roated In manuheturen' abllhy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle rtudlos to veto features of DTV-receptlon equipment wlll enable the studloo to tell technoleglsts 
What new produaD they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersar~ly refleet what consumers llke me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlorfunetlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and m e r  equipment I WIII not pay more lor devices that h i t  my rlgnts at the behest or Hollpwmd Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Aaron Baker 
456 A Creswell Hall 
Athens, GA 30605 
USA 

445 12th Street, NW 
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October 18, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Conmussion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcast flng" technology for d g t d  
television. As a consumer and ahzrn, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon. consumer 
nghtr, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehtive market for consumer Jectromcr must be rooted m mmufacturers' ablLty to movate  for 
thar customers. Allowngmome studos to veto features of DTV-recephon equipnent wll  enable the smdos to 
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This wll result in products thnt don't necessmly reflect 
what consumers hke me nctudy want, and i t  could result m me bang chuged more money for mfenor 
functlonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctudy be less likely to mpke an mvestment rn DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I MLI not pay more for dcvlces that l m t  m y  eghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for &@tal televmon. Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Billy Davldson 
3003 Ringle Rd 
Atlanta, GA 30341 
USA 
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October la ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppoottlan to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast ?lag" technology for dlgita televlslon As 0 
consumer end cklzen, I feel strongly that such a polky would be bad tor Innomtlon, ConSumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust competkke market for conruiner electronlcr must be rooted In rnanuhcturerp' abllny to l n n m t e  tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reccptlon equlpment wlll enable the dudlos to tell technologlsb 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In pmducts that don't nccessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalkj 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehrem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor davkbs that llmtt my rlghb at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor  d l g M  televlslon Thank you for your t h e .  

Slnceely, 

Davld Hull 
2 Ocean Ave 
Apt 4 
Marbleheed, MA 01945 
USA 


